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112 Second Paragraph Rejection 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly clainn the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 still cannot be understood because it is stated that "the obtained 
accounting quantity for each accounting method for the portion of the communication 
device already received...". The problem continues with this recitation in that it 
combines steps which must be otherwise set out individually and/or positively recited in 
order to have the effect which applicant seeks as evidenced by his remarks. 

The recitation of applying a plurality of accounting methods has not been 
positively recited. Applicant needs to recite that a plurality of accounting methods is 
provided and the communication service applies each accounting method at the start of 
receiving each transmission in order to have the effect of "obtaining an accounting 
quantity for each accounting method . . . already received, . . . " . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,3,7 insofar as can be understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Hillis in view of Ehlers et al. and Theil. 

Hillis discloses a method of displaying an accounting state for a communication 
service by a terminal device, comprising steps of receiving a communication service 
(block 40 user enters number), to which a plurality of accounting methods can be 
applied (account method for fixed location vs. accounting method for conference call vs. 
accounting method for ISU to ISU, rates are variable and hence are accounting based 
results which differ mutually, see cols. 6,7,8), from a network and providing the 
communication service for a subscriber; and displaying accounting quantities 
corresponding to each of said plurality of accounting methods in the process of utilizing 
the communication service (col, 6 lines 50 et seq. since the displayed rate result of an 
other accounting practice is shown in the process of its use without deference to any 
other method, the claim meets this limitation). 

But, Hillis fails to disclose calculating accounting quantities during the process of 
utilizing the device based on the plurality of accounting methods for the communication 
service part which has been already received. 

However, Ehlers et al. disclose (cols.32 lines 66,67; col. 33, lines 1-14) during 
the use of a resource, calculating costs using rate tables from a plurality of suppliers, 
each such evaluation is read as an "accounting quantity" for each supplier. It would be 
obvious to use this evaluation method in Ehlers to modify the method in Hillis to include 
evaluating the values of transmission cost for each of the accounting options presented 
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in Hillis, the nnotivation being the ability to see all data before deciding on one particular 
result. 

In addition, Thiel does disclose different accounting nnethods to be displayed to 
the user for his/her selection (col. 10 lines 39 et seq). It would be obvious to modify the 
device in Hillis to include the display feature of Ehlers et al. which on-goingly tracks the 
rates of various carriers and to have each rate calculated with a different accounting 
method displayable to the user as taught by Theil the itiotivation being the ability to see 
bottom line pricing at the time of usage and to make a change at that point in time. 

Re claim 3: the specified accounting quantity is read as the selection in Ehlers et 
al. between manual cost entry or manual cost entry, the motivation is again herein 
repeated. 

Re claim 7: Hillis disclose notifying the network of pieces of information when he 
discloses accepting the call at col. 6, line 27, the motivation is again herein repeated. 

Claims 1,2,4,5,6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hillis in view of Ehlers et al. and Theil as applied to claims 1.3,7 above, and further in 
view of Kikuchi et al. 

Hillis in view of Ehlers et al. and Theil. disclose the invention substantially as 
claimed except they fail to disclose the specifics of claims 2,4,5,6. 

RE claim 2: Kikuchi et al. disclose obtaining a piece of information on an 
accounting degree (see unit fee per unit time information 121) con^esponding to each of 
said plurality of accounting methods from said network when the communication service 
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starts being utilized; and nneasuring, in the process of utilizing the communication 
service, an quantity of an accounting element corresponding to an accounting method, 
(speech fee process 208) calculating and displaying said accounting quantity (display 
212 displays the fee from the calculation made by timer 206). It would be obvious to 
modify the above combination to include in Hillis the information/display feature of 
Kikuci et al, the motivation being the more efficient procurement of information costs 
which ultimately results in the lowest fees to be paid by the user. 

RE claim 4 it is deemed a mere repetition of steps to calculate and display the 
fee for various other rates stored in the unit fee database and since these fees while at 
some point appear on the display 150, they are deemed to have been shown "together''. 

Re claim 5 and 6, the use of an alarm to sound when a value is exceeded is 
deemed to be an old and notorious expedient in the art. The official notice is made final. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Joseph A. 
Fischetti at telephone number (703) 305-0731 . ^ ^r^^:^ 

Joseph A. pTschetti 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3627 



